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5  AND  THE  MILITARY  PROFESSION 
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With  the  Ini  tec  Stales  Pi  I il ary  Academ-y  f  /  rM  y  camr  )  +  1e*s  tc.  4h;-  or'  ■  po¬ 
sition  that  ethics  can  and  will  tie  taught,  -he  question  cf  ire  lease  at  I!]4, 
may  sound  absurdly  academic.  In  preparing  ”C  rccpt  for  furthering  d  a 
Moral  Deve  I  cpment ,  "  the  Ethics  and  f  rc  rose  i  era  !:  sr  Ccr.r  i  ttee,  ’.'.-'A,  a;  *  - 
critically  isolated  seven  core-  coir*  os  and  several  elective.'  y.  i.r  tong  : 
"to  reef  the  Army’s  needs  for  officers  with  we !  I -cons  i  cere  d  vtor  'Mrs  <•(  .; 
values"  by  ccntr  i  but  i  ng  "to  tne  moral  development  of  cadets.”  Amor  o  4  >  a 
core  courses  is  a  2.5  credit  hour,  one  semester  coarse,  > '  A r  i  }cscpr  y  o  ' 
Ethics.  Vet,  despite  burgeoning  interest  in  morality  one  etsirnl  :.  t.  r  v.e  r, 
as  we  I  I  as  a  pro  I  i  ferat  ion  of  academic  courses  ir  ethics  in  curricul.  .  f 
colleges,  universities,  and  professional  schools,  there  ir--perhu:s  rut 
unexpectedly — widespread  skepticism,  concerning  the  fruits  tr  pe  borvf.  s: 
fron  such  courses,  particularly  those  offered  in  undergrade  :f r  currinul  ;. 

A  cynical  commonplace  not  infrequently  heard  is,:  ire  prisorc  an..  f  u i 
people  who  had  ethics  courses.  Without  trying  1c  prove  cr  rr  *utt,-  yoir  f  i- 
wlsdom,  let  us  merely  suggest  that  these  i  r  c  i  v  i  cut  I  r  might  have  ran  O’.v* 
more  crowded  living  ccndi  t  i  oris  hoc  not  those  rears  os  Peer  taunt4 .  '-.a'  :• 

one  inference  capable  of  being  drawn  f  rc  m  r.b.  Archombeu !  1  ’  s  cracr^fu^*  ■  * 
In  the  Harvard  Educational  hcviei: : 


Success  in  this  endeavor  does  not  injure  renal  cor  due4.  .  .  . 
However,  i  ■**  would  be  dangerous  to  telirve  that  suco-y.  ir 
more  I  i  n  struct  ior  woul  d  be  4’ri  \  i  a  I  cr  vac  nous  .  n  r 
although  it  is  true  that  knowing  I  hi.  <.ood  doe':  rM 
guarantee  the  doing  c4  it,  it  \y  ■■  irilarly  4ru  Mnl 
an  absence  of  knowledge  c.  f  the  noon  and  ;•  i  I  i  ir 
judging  the  good  often  makes  rnr.,1  u;i  'tjf,+  irn.M'i:  I*-, 
even  if  one  desires  to  do  the  rood  arc  has  v. :  !  I 

to  do  so.  .  .  .  Per  hop's,  then,  w*  4  av*  irq  Is  of  jr  r 4  ;.r  i  *  ■,  , 
within  the  I  f  bc-r  <j  I  arts  nr  d  scion.. ♦  n  to  er:onoo  in  rot-  ! 
instruction  which  will  t e  conducive  to  rc»nl  c/ /nd si .1  , 
but  wh i  ch  will  nc  +  i  r.s  are  i  4  .  ( p  p  .  d  ;s'-d .M ) 


Archarrbai.  1 1 f  s  comments,  optimistic  yet  pragma1  iu,  ces*'  rvo  '.are*  1. 1  .a.  • .*■ -i  ra¬ 

tion  * 


Perhaps  some  of  the  suspicions  in  roonn;  to  Unthins  M  h,  i  ■  n  ■  -.J  +  fry 
wholesale  mi  sunderst  and  i  no  about  whet  "ethic.'."  is  nr. a  t  a  ■  nrtiM;M*..:  •/■at’ 
of  an  ethics  course.  Certainly  the  ”nim  t  f  all  n<  r  o !  n  4  iv<  t  Mr”  i*., 
Bonhoeffer  claims,  a  "knowledge  r.f  igot!  nrd  evil."  but  who:  *■>•.<  f!\, 
"ethics"  is,  ns  distinguished  from'  Msica!  nf.avMr  per  se  h,r  h  i  M>  ri  ill, 
Peon  variously  conceived.  (-nr  moral  pl  ilosoi  h»  r,  *r’ay  W.  1  r^y  I  r,  ay 


aocumw} 

J? «nd  mi.V 

rilrntrlbuSon  t> 


i' 


"ethics  may  be  defined  ns  the  philosophical  si  udy  of  tr.oro  I  i  1  > "  (Pvoil  Lrv 
of  Koval  Philosophy,  p.  7P .  Of  course,  I  nek  inn  in  this  definition  ere 
two  important  cons  i  derat  i  ons :  What  we  mean  by  "morality"  and  what  mak-s 
study  of  morality  a  philosophical  study.  The  Arieviaun  Hcviiaoc  L'ictioxivy 
improves  upon  this  definition  silently  in  defining  ethics  as  "the  study  o* 
the  general  nature  ox  morals  and  the  specific  moral  choices  to  to  made  ty 
the  individual  in  his  relationship  with  others."  The  hnayolo;  edia  of 
Ph/losophy,  however,  is  quick  to  remind  us  that  "there  is  no  an con trovers i a  I 
Archimedean  point  from  which  ethics  can  bo  ch.:rac+o-ri  ;m-d. "  Tret  is  r.ot  tc 
say,  however,  that  moral  ph  i  losephers  in  the  classical  tree  :  i  i  cm,  —  f  laic-, 

Ar  i  stot  I  e ,  Lp  i  curus,  Hobbes,  Sp  i  nc  za ,  Hut  I  er — d  i  d  re  t  be  I  i  eve  they  cos  I  d 
communicate  objective  knowledge  concern  i  no  cod  ar  1  <vil.  Perhaps  a  cl  oarer 
and  more  comprehensive  way  of  defining  ethics  i f. : 

The  branch  of  philosophy  that  investigates  morality 
ard,  in  particular,  the  varieties  of  thinking  by 
which  human  conduct  is  guided  and  may  Le  appraise:. 

Its  special  concern  is  in  the  meaning  and  j  us  t  i  f  ic  ::1  ic  n 
of  utterances  about  the  rightness  .and  wrongness  cf 
actions,  the  virtue  or  vice  of  the  motives  which 
p  rom.pt  them,  and  t  he  p  ra  I  sewerth  I  roes  or  b  I  amc-wc  rt  h  i  - 
ness  of  the  agents  who  perform1  them,  and  the-  coreness 
or  badness  of  the  consequences  to  which  they  give 
use.  (The  llavpev  Pi  ct  ;  crxivy  cf  Kodcvr:  Thor^ht , 
pp.  214-215) 

The  very  language  of  the  definition  gives  rise-  t(.>  seme  s\js;  icier-, 
corning  the  tenchab  i  I  i  ty  of  the  discipline-.  Respite  Pluto's  teli*  f  v  ; 
all  know  the  "good"  and  need  only  recollect  it,  one  must  a  cm  i  i  ts.H  a  r 
like  "morality,"  "human  conduct,"  "appraised ,"  "rightness,"  "wn  r  gne  t  " 
"virtue,"  "vice,"  "goodness,"  and  "badness"  can  be  subject  tr  diver  \:  *•  1  - 
pretations.  Nevertheless  moral  philosophy,  whether  theorized  by  so!  V  1 1  v- 
ists  or  object  i  vi  sts,  has  traditionally  had  a  practical  purpose.  r,:l 
knowledge  was  not  conceived  as  simply  theoretical  but  had  practical  irt :  !i 
tiers  for  re-w  ran  lived.  Indeed  some  moral  philosophers — Plate  Hr  • -  e-- 
would  find  it  inconceivable  that  knowledge  of  right  and  the  "good"  wed  : 
not  insure  the  practice  of  the  good.  Whatever  the  merits  of  that  sptcifH 
claim,  more!  I  philosophers,  regardless  of  individual  ways  of  syr.  *  or  t  i  s  i  r  o 
and  unifying  noral  knowledge,  have  boon  unanimous  in  their  belief  th.-.j 
"objective  practical  knowledge  about  how  we  should  live"  can  be  lojrreu, 
ind  indeed  must  be  learned,  if  mankind  is  tc  preserve  a  sense  ot  corr-..ni*\. 

We  see  then  that  moral  philosophers  have  traditionally  hold  tc-  a  dual 
purpose  for  moral  educat i on — i nst rue t i on  in  knowledge  of  moral  nc  r  m ■  and 
the  consequent  application  of  those  norms.  As  a  professional  school,  Wes4 
Point  is  clearly  interested  in  both  aspects  of  the  traditional  concerns. 
Archambau  I  f  reminds  ur-  that  Arisfetfo  "emphasized  the  importance  cf  hat  if u- 
aticn  or  practicing  right  acts,  sc,  that  the  student's  will  won  Id  he  truirir..: 
to  (Jn  what  his  mind  t<dd  hi  r  was  right"  (p.  47b);  thus  the  need  nod  to  .'Mow 
our ''elves  to  tt’iink  <  ■  ethic/:  *  hoi  no  taught  or*.  I  y  i  r;  one  class,  by  or<  depart¬ 
ment.  Inquiry  into  ethical  ram.  i  f  i  cat  i  ore  r{  dec  if  i<an  making  <:nd  I  ehav  i  or 
mu'  t  t>i  ■  emphasized  a  a  vital  ir-sue  t  hre-ughou  t  the  curriculum,  in  all 


:  i  ‘;vj  i  p  1  i  nee,  lest  we  c}.um  onrselvs':  fe  1 1 .  • '  .  .y  i! 
ant  i  err  . 


.ir  f  »  t k  I ■  i  ’  :  i  I  * 


A  I  aviair  Vac  I  n  1  y  r  t  •  in  c  n  article  i  r.  As,  .‘.V.V  '*  V*ay  *  ,  1 

la'-ents,  ''WKsr  on  s(1r  rf  can  ta-  'riry  on  ;n  a  •-.<  T  •  r  t  y  .  .  .  r’-  i 

[  ;  .0  ]  to  lo  r  -e  1  soevered?"  If  or  a  hav-  pc.-r  .  ■*  sel  >  r  .  ■  i-'  ,  t  <  .* 
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UuMahan  a  or  on  i  stv  :S,  whatever  the  qoa  I  s  of  ethics  instruction,  one  thin  n  is 
irperativ*  :  "those  who  tench  ethics  must  be  fairly  clear  about  just  which 
aea  I  s  they  are  fryiru:  to  accorr- plish  .  .  .  lest  the  result  bo  a  qonoral  swarf 
f  c^rpotina  purposes,  confused  pedacjonies,  and  ruddled  students  who  are 
rlr- sly  not  certain  what  they  are  supposed  to  be  lerarninc.” 

Which  one  of  these  approaches  has  West  Point  adopted?  The  ’’Concept  for 
furthering  Cadet  Moral  Development”  reflects  a  synthesis  of  the  best  aspects 
<  f  these  separate  approaches. 

The  United  stores  Army,  entrusted  cs  it  is  w  i  t  hi  the  natior’s 
treasure,  must  be  led  Ly  officers  who  are  rnrui  individuals. 

The  traits  ot  character  t  ran  ?  f  i  enu  I  I  y  assoc  i  ited  with  moral 
persons  are  the  traits  trat  have-  d  1 c 1  i  rc;u  i  shed  the  best 
military  leaders  .  .  .  .  As  a  rule,  arries  founder  arid 
nations  arc-  poorly  served  when  their  military  officers 
a i ve  up  the  morel  life  arc  reject  the  values  related  to 
these  virtues. 


T  t  >«  :  r;  i  toe  Mates  Military  Ac  ader\  avows  its  deep  ana 
ah  id  ire  corn  i  tmero  tc  the  moral  growth  of  its  cadets.  They 
are  t  fe  persons  who  will  ferr,  the  nucleus  c*  the  Officer 
Cc  rp  s  .  T  hr  i  I  it  a  ry  Aeaderry  the  re  ?  on  ■  i  r.s  i  s  ts  or  cc  r  ta  i  r 
i  r  *',*  i  tu  f  i  cr .  1 1  values,  chcson  ivr  their  e-pprop  r  i  Mere  ss  in 
con  t  r  i  hu *  i  r  q  to  the  •  .e  I  f -i;evo  ! opment  of  ror.j  i  persons  and 
for  eons  f  f  tut  in  o  standard?  to  wh  i  oh,  a  j  ]  Army  officers  <"an 
proof!'/  Subscribe.  New  qracuM*  car.net  be  fully  rehearsed 
for  every  no  red  prot  lor  that  riaht  con  iron 4  th»:p,  but  1 1  ♦  > 
sTk  u  I  d  have  a  f  i  rr  idea  of  what  '"heir  country  os-orts  f  r.n 
its  Arry’s  officers  ana  what  Muir  pre  h.-:/  icr  nouires. 

To  reject  those  institutional  value*  i*.  tc  spurn  the-  •.  ‘V.t  ru  <• 
M  Wes4  Point,  thr  uch  fe  accept  1 1 1 •  va  1 1  es  i*  rad  tc  avoir 
tte  t  <  fen  creative*  nor*  I  thoueh*.  Insced,  the*  Mlif.e  , 
Aca  se-r-y  ach  now  I  Cdc  that  if'  CrdCuates  joey  ar  C  w  i  II  Sut- 

scrihe  tc  a  variety  are  I  ran*  a-  of  ethical  system*  and  antici¬ 
pates  that  all  cadets  will  analyse  (  he  <*ly  ar  d  "V  d  loti 
rationally  their  own  rrtersl  belief  .... 

Th*  d*  *ro»;  tc  which  eaaets  ar-  w  *-<  r.llv  re  fora*'  * 1  r  then  - 
■>  Ives  ar  ethic  er.cofr  pa r  s  i  raj  n<  r*  Mon  4 h*  w  r  :*.  >a  a*- 
donor  C./a)*  ■■  !#  •[  -  a  1  a* .  or  their  UdM  »  •■  [  *  r  i  *  r<  e  ,  rue  t  <  f  ;t 
well  * :  a  I  ■  •  i  d>  ■  t  h#  -  h  or:  of  1  '  t  */• .  ‘  f*  i  r ,  its  ;  p  >|  ♦  r  I  i  r  i  t  , 

t  1  ,w  *  v  i.  r  ,  W»  •*'  4  1  e  i  r  t  .  ;cr  a  c  as*  t  a  t »  |  a  r  *  i  C  i  f  • : 4  *  ■  f  . ,  1  I  y  i  r 

its  special  r>se  r  a  I  slimMe.  I  he*  A-  a  d<rv  er  <  •  .  r  ;  a  s  4*  • 

:eyr.  I  ■'  pro  >n  t  of  re  t  or  e  rx> r- :  I  U  I  i  •  •  f  a  {  y  r  f  f •  *f  i  r  j.  t  c  .  1  '»  f  • 

}■■*•. 4  *;  rot  ;u  i  r>  »*':  ar:  a  e.  Do  t  i  Ve  <  *.•  .r  i  r  ♦  i  :e  '  i  re.  r*^  r-d 
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informed  understanding  of  the  moral  implications  of  t 
a  particular  kind  of  human  be i nr — a  professional  offi 
of  the  U . ? .  Army.  _ 


DU  A  VL1 

Anyone  desiring  a  copy  of  the  last  edition  of  Ethics  and  th 
Profession,  dedicated  to  the  topic  of  ”A  Professional  Ethic,”  ma 
ore  by  contacting  the  Editor,  CRT  Bill  Jeffries  (4537).  A  limit 
of  copies  of  edition  I,  ”War  and  Morality”  are  also  still  availa 
announcement,  however,  marks  the  last  time  we  can  make  it  availa 
ning  January,  (979,  inquiries  concerning  Ethics  and  the  l-Klitary 
should  be  addressed  to  either  CFT  Ted  Higgs  or  CP!  Jim  Karel,  in 
rent  of  English  (4337). 
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The  following  b  i  1 1  iocjraph  ic  information  is  provided  for  *hos~  cf  you 
des i r i no  to  ma into f n  up-tc-date  bib/ ioaraph ies  on  the  subjects  di sccssed 
in  previous  editions.  The  entries  provided  are  for  works  published  since 
the  correspond  i  nc  edition  of  Ethics  and  the  Military  hrofe  scion  cr  arc- 
suggested  improvements  or  translations  listed  previously.  V.'e  encourage 
you  to  contact  the  editor*  for  similar  suggest  i  cm  you  may  have ;  biblio¬ 
graphic  annotations  are  always  appreciated. 

1.  War  arid  Morality  . 


A  potentially  important  work  in  the  area  of  aggress  i  or  theory  and  human 
nature  has  recently  teen  written  ty  prominent  anthropologist  Marvin  Harris: 
day.nibals  and  Kings:  The  Origin  of  Culture  (Mow  York:  Ran  dorr.  House,  1 9  7  7 ) . 
Harris  a roues  the  inverse  ct  tho  Ardreyan  thesis.  Man’s  aggressiveness 
do^‘”  rat  spawn  w<; r ;  war  Causes  man’s  aggressive  spirit,  hie  sees  war  as  the 
resul4  population  regulation  and,  along  with  female  infanticide,  the 
;rioe  to  Ikj  paid  *or  preventing  a  leworirg  of  standards  to  bare  subsistence 
levels.  Two  ether  works  concerned  with  Chris4 iar  conscience  and  war  have 
also  fluently  come  to  my  attention.  Arthur  F.  Holmes  has  edited  War  and 
('hr:  viiar.  t.thics  ('rand  Farids:  Bake  r  Book  House,  1 97b).  This  work  brings 
together  hri*.;f  excerpts  from  both  Christian  and  non-Chr  i  5>4  i  ar  thinkers  f  re -r-- 
Plato  hr;  IR-inheld  Miebuhr.  Commentary  is  hold  to  a  minimum,  and  the  prirrar-, 
frx  unt-nts  arc  allowed  to  speak  for  themselves.  To  I  ec  1  i  ons  offered  freer4'  t  be 
[’.rob  I  or.  !  rnr,  ‘■ho  perspective  of  political  and  ethical  theory.  Another  work 
in  a  less  secular  vein  is  Jean  Laser  re '  s  War  and  the  Gorget.  Thu  Ms4ory  c* 
roc.  if  ism  has  also  been  updated  by  Michael  Howard’s  War  and  the  L-ibcral  Con¬ 
science.  This  significant  contribution  to  scholarship  surveys  attitudes 
toward  war  from  Erasmus  to  objectors  to  the  Viet  nan  war.  One  should  read 
Howard’s  work  before  another  previously  ur,  listed  work  on  the  same  subject, 
'Christian  iacifisrr,  f  r  die,  ierg  by  G.  f.  Nutta  I  (  !  )  .  Tfe  19//  BrctocnH 

to  the  Geneva  Convention  of  I  9  4 ( >  cecify  some  of  the*  ovr  I  ut  i  <;r  ary  chaoses 
which  fa vo  been  prompted  ty  the?  experiences  cf  th*  last  thr<  e  d<e.id?-s.  A 
recent  article  v  /  Flays  W .  Park/  — "The  19  77  Protocols  V  th*  Geneva  Cor.  ven- 
t  i  on  of  I  9A/R  ’  havat  War  Coll  car  Review,  7I,  7,  '2Ci  (Fall  I  o’  H ) ,  I  /-.  /-- 
reviews  +  V  importance  of  these  B‘p.torals  r  *hey  "roars  an,?;  n-eMoh 

?,f  warfur  ,  Hg;li+y  of  w<ap*ns,  nr ?■  t* -r  t  i  r  -  l  rv  or  :j  *  r  r.M„rt  c:  i  ■  r  ,  ‘in** 


internal  warfare."  A  final  addition  to  "War  and  Morality"  is  a  non:  n*pu!  . 
Me  translation  of  Clausewi  tz!s  On  bar,  by  Michael  toward  (Hr  •  rc.otc  n : 
Princeton  University  Press,  1976). 

11.  The  Pro fees iona l  Ethic . 

Since  the  publication  of  this  pamphlet,  a  new  book.  Crisis  in  Covrauui 
by  Richard  A.  Gabriel  and  Paul  L.  Savage  (New  York:  Mill  ami  Wang,  1978), 
has  appeared.  It  is  a  provocative  and  timely  study  of  Anericar-  rf /  f  i  ta//-  y 
ethical  dilemmas.  The  authors  argue  that  much  of  the  disaster  of  Vietnar 
can  be  explained  not  by  political  ideology  but  by  a  collapse  in  morale  and 
performance  of  the  Officer  Corps  of  the  United  States  Army.  This  collap.se, 
according  to  the  authors,  was  prompted  by  an  emphasis  on  "management"  ir 
lieu  of  "leadership."  A  not  unrelated  bcok  is  a  widely  selling  work  eruitl 
0):  The  Psychology  of  Military  Incense tence  by  Norman  f,  Dixon  (New  YoM-  : 
Basic  Bocks,  1976).  Cixon  offers  a  psychological  and  historical  servo/  of 
examp  I  es  of  mi  I  i  te  ry  i  ncorr.petence .  I  f  you  ci  ran  t  h  i  r>  his  p  res  up  pcs  i  1 1  c  ^  .  , 
Dixon's  reduct i vi sti c  approach  follows.  To  this  reader,  Ivwuver,  his  study 
is  flawed  and  unremarkab  le. 

FUTLRE  EVENTS 

The  Department  of  English  will  continue  its  vim.]  tine;  lecturer  groor  t 
this  spring.  Prominent  philosophers  and  moral  phi  |rcoM,(  rs  h:.:v<*  Men 
invited  tc  address  philosophical  and  axiologu.nl  Hsu  cs.  All  ra-tlin's 
are  open  to  USMA  Staff  and  Faculty  and  will  to  udver t  i  s*_  ■  '  n  tK*  MM  In 

Bulletin.  The  next  scheduled  lecture  will  nden rs  "War  tu  4.  M  r I  i A  \  . " 

The  speaker  will  be  Professor  Thomas  Nagel,  Price*  ton  l  n  i  •v(*r‘- i 4  y  .  1  N 

lecture  will  le  presented  on  21  l ecember  at  a  tine  .-.rd  ;  !,.*<>-  tr  t.  .ru  i  ur  ■  *  ■ 
Other  lectures  currently  scheduled  by  the  Doper  inert  of  aistc re  ar.  ‘  DcK:\- 
ioral  Science  and  Leadership  include: 

Dr.  Harmon  Smith,  Philosopher  and  Pro f esse r  M  Applied  Medical  lit  i  , 
Duke  University  Medical  Center,  will  speak  on  "Medical  fthics,"  12  l ecomber 
1978,  in  Room  102,  Thayer  Hall.  The  tine  will  to  inuuruod  ir  th-  Daily 
Du  1  I et i n . 

Professor  Morton  Uoutsch,  prrminrr*-  psycho  I oo i  aid  educator, 
will  speak  on  "Equity  Theory,"  l°IL*  hours,  '>  Docort.i  r  D '  :  ,  in  or  , 
Bartlett  Mali. 

Professor  Norman  Gibbs,  Visiting  profossor  (-f  History,  will  -<rogk  (* 
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nity.  if  yc;u  have  suggestions  for  possiM'*  ar»-as  ot  r»  '  r.srU  *  a  4\' 
in  future*  odiMors  of  Ethics  (Mil  the  Military  Prof  sr  * .  ■>: ,  :  o-ro  6  rw.jr 
hhem  to  tit*-  Editor,  Ethics  arc  Ou.  Ml  II  ;k\scc.‘o>:,  ['•■{  a  o- .  r  • 
Fnglish,  or  to  a  morrhor  of  the  f  Hues  and  1  p  fe«.‘.i<  ralir'.r»  f,'.pr  j  r.  .  . 
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DIPL  IOGFAPI.Y 


1.  should  ethics  be  taught? 

2.  Can  ethics  be  taught? 

3.  What  should  be  the  proper  goals  of  ethical  inquiry: 

4.  Who  should  teach  ethics? 

5.  Can  you  test  moral  behavior? 

6.  Can  you  measure  the  competence  of  ethics  instructors? 

7 .  Is  mo  ra  I  know  I  edge  a  cogn  ?  t  i  ve  skill? 

These  questions  and  others  are  the  subject  of  a  fledgling  but  growing 
literature  on  the  teaching  of  ethics,  A  large  percentage  of  this  literature 
shows  the  influence  of  Lawrence  Kohl  berg  and  Jean  Piaget.  The  selected 
bibliography  that  follows  attempts  to  give  a  balanced  look  at  the  more 
important  writings.  Not  included  is  the  extensive  treatment  of  the  develop¬ 
ment  of  cognitive  skills  and  moral  knowledge  in  children  and  literature 
pertaining  to  the  teaching  of  ethics  in  specific  pre-professional  programs, 
o . g .  law,  medicine,  politics. 

Aptekar,  H.  "Education  for  Social  Rospons i h t  I i t y . M  Journal  of  Education 
for  Coai at  Work,  2,  ?  (P66),  3- 1!  . 

F rchambau 1 1 ,  R. P.  "Cri ter ia  for  S uccess  i n  Mora  I  I nst ruct ion . "  harvard 
Educa  tiona.  I  heviev,  3?  (Fall  I9G3),  472-483.  by  applying  1  he  language  and 
methodology  of  Israel  Schef  f  I  or f  s  The  Language  of  Education  to  moral 
education,  A rchambau i t  explores  "the  school’s  role  and  responsibility 
with  regard  to  moral  instruction,  and,  more  basically,  an  adequate 
def  i  n  i  t  i  on  of  f  morn  I  i  nst  ruct  ion  '  and  a  dose  r  i  ['tier  c  f  what  th  i  s  i  r.vo  I  vc  s . ' 

Let  te  I  he  i  rr,  B.  "On  Moral  Education."  In  Coral  Education,  Ed.  T.  Si/er. 

Cambridge:  Harvard  University  Press,  1 970. 

Hiatt,  M.  and  L.  Kohl  berg.  "Effects  of  Classroom  Discussion  upon  Oh  i  I  drer. ' r- 
Leve  I  of  Mora!  Ju  dement."  In  decent  he  ve  arch  in  Moral  Dci'elonme};  t .  Ed. 

L.  Kohl  tore  and  E.  Turiel.  New  York:  Melt,  Rinehart,  A  Winston,  1 0 7 3 . 

Dok,  Derek  C.  "Can  Ethics  Be  Taught?"  Change  (October  ),  2t  -  ’0.  Derek 
hak,  f  nr...  i  den  t  of  Harvarfi  Ur  i  versify,  addresses  the  role  universities  oral 
colleges  can  play  in  overcoming  the  apparent  dec  I  i  ne  in  adherence  to 
ethical  standards.  Arguing  an  interdisciplinary  approach  tc  ■teaching 
•'■*hicc,  rok  froijsos  cr  the  ossorMal  dilc.n-no:  Who  should  t«ac.h  rfhiv'd 
'T  or  i  rn  true  ■  i  c  r  cun  harm  any  Muss.  But  it  is  devest  a  t  i  n<:  to  a  <  o  ■  u  r  •  * 

m  oth  D  s,  f<  *r  it  ernfiriv.  t  h»  [roj.j;icp'  cf  those-  •.  t  i.don  t  ••  :nd  fatuity 

wh<  •  *  -e .  t  that  rr  r . :  I  reasoning  i*  i  r  t:C'nr  1  |  y  i  r.c  one  I  tr .  i  vr  :V-  •  that 

i. curses  sn  eor  jl  isru»":  will  nr  <■  -p  bx'ir.'  vehe'los  for  t  r.  :nf.n  i  t  t  i  r  • :  t*« 

:  r  i  v  .1 1  *  •  \  r  <  *  '  s  ;  i  „*  '  ■  f  tv  i  r  •  t  ru'  ;  or .  " 


Cal  I  ahan ,  Dan  i  e  I  .  "Etb  i  cs  and  V'a  I  ue  Educat  i  cn  .  ”  Z.  them  l  7  ?  Zre ,  '  -  , 

(May  1978),  I  34— 143.  Callahan  confronts  tie  question:  "to  wh  M  •_  x  t  *  -r  t 
is  possible  to  solidly,  acceptably,  and  1 eg  1  f  i  mate  I  y  attenpt  U  inf  rc.-d 
students  in  a  serious  way  to  ethical  and  value  questions."  LssertCiii 
the  sane  paper  found  in  Katioruxl  Forurn  urder  the  title,  "The  Pebirv- 
I',  t  h  i  r  ■  .  " 

tia  Mahan,  Daniel.  "The  Febrrth  of  Ethics."  Faiio>uul  Fo^ur.  ( '  ,  ■  f‘  i  r-  -a  I'-7- 

9- 1C.  Caliahan,  Hi  rector  of  the  Hastings  -Ter  U.*r,  Institute  e  f  .-.a  •  *  M  y 

Cthics  and  tne  Life  Sciences,  assesses  the  rapidly  crewing  ir  *.  ro  -  in¬ 
voices  anc  ethics  throughout  the  country.  He  review's  sevtr.d  :  .  •  ■  r  i  s 

remaining  to  be  answered  as  the  teaching  cf  ethics  burgeon '*  is  r  \ 
higher  education:  (!)  Vftuat  ere  the  possible  goals  ol  tre  leuMdr  . 
ethics?  (?)  1 :0w  can  or-  -'hoi' Id  ethics  be  Taught?  ('*’)  Wf  '■  -h  .. !  d  ; 

ot'~  i  vjs  ? 

Cnaran,  Larry,  and  Jonas  Soltis,  eds.  Voval  Education..  \ow  vurk :  a-o.* 

Col  logo  Press,  197b. 

Clark,  'ion  C.  "Teach!  no  Prof  ess  i  one  i  Ethics."  Fan  liege  Lea :  \o  a/, 

(19/:)},  FW-WO. 

Hoarder,  R .  f  .  ,  P.H.  Hirst,  ard  Peters .  F  ducat  i  cm  and  !?u.  „  c ’V- 

g’  London:  Pout  I  f-cco  \  Paul,  197?. 

f’rankona,  William.  "Toward  a  r’hifescph/  of  r*i  f  Lduca:4' ioc  .  M  Z’r/cv;."..; 
Fc'ue  : i  ional  Lcczcil,  l  8  (fall  I '  <lkr: ) ,  *7C-  ’*! !  ?  .  F  rankers  do..: !  s  v.  if*,  t  s- 

way  in  welch  society  rur  +  fulfil!  a  1  wo  fold  task  in  regard  to  "oral 
education:  (!)  hand  cn  a  "know  I  algo  of  aood  ana  evil"  or  "Know  in; 

tow"  to  act,  and  (7)  insuring  children’s  conduct  conforms  re.  this 
"know  I edee . " 

Ooosens,  Uilliar  K.  "What  M  ilos  .phy  Tries  to  “Mao  h. .  "  1 "cadi  hug  J  hilo&t 

I  (Tummor  I97L),  l-li.  A  sounc  look  at  1  he  proper  oo<jH,  for  a  ;-hi  I  -  1  •  > 

♦  thif.s  course-.  Pi  *:  t  i  nqu  i '  h  I  ru:  t'ofW'cn  ..  nat  phi  losophy  is  an;  wh-t  1  *  ■  i 
losophy  tries  to  teach,  Ooosens  proposes  a  teaching  theory  indicutina 
that  what  [hi  If: s o  p  h  v  tries  to  leach,  is  rich  sin-ply  mcMv  <-  („r  \  way  .  { 

life  but  a  for  r  of  oma  t  i  y  i  t  \  .  Ho  di  ..cusses  te.fh  ''.(.an  i  I  i  v*”  <;nd  n<  r'- 

cognitive  conceptions  of  what  it  is  u.  ph  i  I  or -oph  i  as  .  His  !he*  i*.  i<  M. 
phi Icsophy/et his s  does  have  "cogpilive  content  and  the*  ‘under  e  »a  . : !  I  •, 
what  it  is  tc  philosophies*  \r  tc  con  * r i buto  f  <  t  h  rt  eoanifivo  c  r  t .  r  f  . 

cordon,  David.  "Tree-Will  ar.d  tin  1  "dec  m  d  i  I  i 4  y  «.f  Herd  I  uuc- 1 1  i  < -r  .  " 

bid  uca  1 7  o>ji  l  7k  f  r. 1  ry ,  7  b  (  !  *  *  /  b - ) ,  d  H  I  -  T  If  ? . 

Preen,  Thomas  ?.  "Protlens  of  ’-V-ral  IducaMon."  Tnpuhii^lsd  \  ,  1 ;  (  r  pr*-*- 
at  I  he  PfjstiriC-  ('(-rilf-r  ?( ■r  f  ♦  *r  • -r  c  ♦  -,.n  o  !e-,j,  l.ifvi  -  f  i  t  h  :  *  ■  ,  M  |o|  i-i  I 
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